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offered to the men who had remained faithful throughout the
dangers of 1857. These men liked their military service and
resented disbandment; the moment was a trying one, and the
spirit of mutiny arose among them. Despite the terrible ex-
ample set by the recent suppression of the great mutiny, they
seemed to imagine that upon their shewing signs of resistance,
the Government would desist from discharging them. It became
necessary to overawe them by a slight display of force with
regular troops, and the disbandment then proceeded quietly.

Several portions of the Central Provinces had been for many
years under British rule; one important portion, however, the
Nagpur territory, had been annexed only a few years previously,
and shewed many traces, not yet obliterated, of the preceding
Native rule.

Mahratta rule in Nagpur differed in several respects from
the Mahratta sway in the Deccan, which was the original home
and the proper country of Mahratta nationality. There the
State assigned some villages or tracts to chiefs who collected
the land revenue in place of the Government; in all other
tracts the State collected its land-revenue directly from the
yeomanry and peasantry without the intervention of any farmer
or middleman. There were few or no landlords, and peasant
proprietorship was an essential characteristic of Mahratta rule.
In fact the State and the people were homogeneous, all owning
the same nationality.

In the NTagpur territory the Mahrattas were invaders and
conquerors; the population was of a different race, made up of'
aboriginal tribes, with which Rajputs and other of the upper
Hindu -castes had com "mingled during many previous genera-
tions. There the Mahratta State instead of collecting the
land-revenue directly from the villagers as peasant pro-
prietors, farmed it out to Mahrattas or Muhammadans. These
farmers gradually acquired the position of landlords, and
during three generations had firmly fixed their hold upon the
villages. They collected rents from the peasantry out of which
was paid the land-revenue. The peasants became accustomed
to paying rent to the landlord instead of revesaue to the State,